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"THE Revolution which has lately taken place 
in Francc is a ſubject of admiration, not 
only to that country, but to all Europe; andeven 
to the whole world. It may in its effects, if well 
regulated, prove a ſubject of exultatian to every 
lover of the true rights of men; a phraſe, though 
bol late much uſed, not perhaps ſufficiently under- 


Amid the tumult of emhuſiaſm which the return 
of Liberty will ever inexitably excite, it is little to 
be wondered that exceſſes ſhould ariſe. Theſe 
have been deſcanted on, not only in the late cele- 


|  brated publication of one of the moſt enlightened | 


of our Senators, but by many who had no oppor. 
_ tanity of being accurately informed of thoſe dif- 
erders, which humanity muſt regret, however in- 
evitable the political ſituation of a people may for 
a moment render them. Of theſe evils, not the 
leaft is the falſe accuſation of the Innocent—the 
imputing ta a firm Friend of his Country and her 
Rights, ſentiments only worthy an ambitious and 
turbulent traitor. When ſuch accuſations have 
been publickdy brought forward, with aggravati- * 
ons not more heinous than unfounded, it is fit 
they ſhould be refuted in a manner equally authen- 
tick. : | | 


„„ The 


i ADVERTISEME Nx. 

The advice of M. D'ORLEAxs' Counſel, if fol- 
lowed, a8 we have no reaſon to doubt but it will 
be, may give birth to à precedent which only 

needs to be frequently brought forward, to have 
the ſame force as is allowed to other precedents 
founded on reaſon and equity: It may ſerve to 
reach proſecutors, of the higheſt publick character, 
that even though an accuſation be ſanctioned by 
the officers of the Crown- though even a party of 
conſiderable weight! in the National Aſſembly: be 
leagued to ſupport it, yet Whenever an innocent} 
man is perſecuted, he ſhall not be without his re- 
medy for defamation, a againſt all who have pro- 
ceeded againſt him from improper motives, or 
| with minds actuated by any other principles than 
|— thoſe of the pn love of publick en and ſecu- 
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Whether ſuch a precedent may apply to any 
perſons or circumſtances in our nation, time may 
determine. Let us be cautious of judging haſtily; 
expreſſing, however, a hope that, in a caſe where 
the general attention has been long engaged. a 
trial, involving points of the higheſt importance: 
will not at laſt be ſuffered to eludepublick expecta- 
tion, through any little technical informalities 
which the Legiſlature may cure by an act of their 
on; but that the great queſtion at iſſue may be 
fully and fairly determined; the guilty, whoever 
they may be, puniſhed; and the innocent, how. 
ever at preſent calumniated, rewarded with thoſe 
congratulations and applauſes which innocence 
only deſerves. 1 
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To 


4+ 


ADVERTISEM ENT. IH 

To aſcertain the various concurring circum- 

ſtances, and their regular progreſs, which have 

operated to produce the preſent ſituation of affairs 

in France; to detail them with an unimpaſſioned 

and judicial preciſion, * nothing to extenuate, 

nor ſet down aught in malice,” muſt be allowed 

to be at leaſt a uſeful, if not a brilliant taſk. 

Theſe ſheets, which it is thought are not entirely 

1 deſtitute of ſtrength of argument, may hereafter 
1 afford aſſiſtance to any one, who, when the pre- 
ſent commotions have thoroughly ſubſided, ſhall 
3 wiſh to give the world an accurate and impartial ac 
I count of tranſactions in which all the friends of 
F mankind muſt, whatever the event may proves. 
= feel themſelves highly intereſted. 


2 London, Nov, 
1790. 
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SPERSIONS as abſurd, as heinous, have 
been ſpread abroad. againſt M. D'Oz Leavs, 

fnce the never-to be-forgotten æra of the Convo- 
cation of the States-General ; at firſt they found 
their way only into ephemeral and deſpicable' 
libels, but they were at length favoured with an 


inſertion in the juridical procedure of the Chiteler 


of Paris, relative to the facts which took place at 
Verſailles on the 6th of October, 1789. Sy 
A voluminous information, againſt M. D'Or. 
leans, full of hear - ſay evidence or of perjury, ac» 


_ cording to the ai/po/ition of the witneſſes, a multi- 
| tude of prevarications on the part of thoſe who 


were to try the merits of the cauſe, occaſioned 
the following judgment. FI Ay 


B  « WHEREAS 


. _ * — . PAD om or - 


„„ 


* 


6 © WHEREAS M. M. Lovrs-PhiLte-Joszpn 


- «© D*OrLEANs and Mirabeau, ſen. appear to 
„ deſerve to be legally proceeded againſt, we 
* order that a copy ot the preſent charges ex- 
* amined at the ſuit of the King's Attorney, 


ebe laid before the National Aſſembly, agree- 


4e able to the decree of the 26th of June aft, 
„ ſanctioned by the King. 


« Given at the Chitelet of Paris 
the &c. &c. &c.“ 


Aﬀter which, a deputation from the Chatclet laid 


the proceedings before the Aﬀembly ; and M. 


7 


Boucher dq Argis, who was ſpokefman on the occa- 
hon, addreſſed them in the following manner: 


- GENTLEMEN, 


„We have at length. torn away the vell that 


covered a procedure, become unfortunately too 
much celebrated ; thoſe fecrets, replete with hor- 
ror, will be made known; the crimes which de- 


filed the palace of our Kings, on the morning of 


the 6th. of October, will be revealed Alas! could 
we have foreſeen when you invefted us with the 
terrible right of avenging all attempts. againſt our 
new-born Liberty, that we, ourſelves, ſhould be- 


come the object of the moſt abſurd imputations 
and the moſt atrocious calumny ? It is true, Gen- 
tlemen, it gave us infinite anxiety, but could not 


ſhake our courage; ever faithful to our duty, we 


{hall continue zealous and impartial, until we ſhall. 
transfer into other hands the fword and, cales with 
which we have been entruſted. . | 
„% Why ſhould we fear to be explicit, Gentle: 
men? The efforts directed for ſome time againſt 


this tribunal of your own choice, had no other ob- 
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ject but that of making us abandon, through fear, 
the poſt in which you had placed us. 225 
« The enemies of the publick good imagined 
we were baſe enough to fear them; they muſt then 
be ignorant that Themis has her heroes as well as 
Mars ; and that Magiltrates who, to preſerve invio- 


late the ancient laws of the Nation, could, more 


than once; under the late Government, brave the 
furious attacks of arbitrary power, now that they 
are ſeconded by the energy of Conſtitutional Li- 
ther than be wanting in their dux. 

<« In this procedure, into which the commons of 
Paris forced us, we never loſt ſight (as we had the 
honour of informing you before, through the me- 
dium of one of our chiefs) that it was our duty to 


berty, would willingly ſacrifice their exiſtence, ra- 


diſtinguiſh generous citizens, armed for liberty, 
and who, prompted by the beſt of motives, gave 


themſelves up to all the ardour of their Patriotiſm, 


from guilty men, who only too the maſh of Citizens, 


the better to conceal their criminal ambition, 10 impoſe 
on the mob, ever eaſily deceived, and to make them 


accomplices in their crimes. 


- . 


* How great was our aſtoniſhment and anxiety 


when among the number whom many witneſſes 


accuſed, we diſcovered: ſome members of this au- 


guſt Aſſembly !—They will, no doubt, be proud to 


do away the the charges placed to their account; 
they will, no doubt, prove to all Europe, attentive 


to this important matter, that they are ſtill worthy 


of being Frenchmen and repreſentatives of a free 


people! 


Zut, Gentlemen, you have fortunately placed 
vs in fuch a ſituation as not to have it in our power 


to ſummon them to our tribunal; many thanks to 


you for a deeree which ſaves us from ſome animoſity; 
and our enemies from freſh acts of injuſtice! You, 
94 533 22 11-1 Gendenen; 
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Gentlemen, are to be, in ſome ſort anſwerable to 


the Nation for our judgment; you, who, for a mo- 
ment, ſuſpendipg your, legiſlative functions to a- 
ſume the quality of judges, will diſtinguiſh, in the 
procedure which. we now. fubmit to your wiſdom, 


the efforts of true patriotick zeal from thoſe die- 
tated by Ambition, or Revenge; you will point 


out to us what ſpecies of . influence. the circum- 
ſtances could have had on the depofitions of the 
witneſſes ; you, in ſhort, will let us know on what 
guilty head the ſword of the laws is to fall. 8 

« Or rather, Gentlemen, may you ſoon or- 

nize thoſe tribunals which you have promifed 
to the French Nation! May Furizs be eſtabliſn- 
ed! May they be equal to the hopes of the publick 
and to the confidence which they enjoy! May they 
in the exerciſe of their funions, be free from the 
N which we have ſo long ſtruggled 
2 | 


to the State, but by our patriotiſm and our ardent 


wiſhes for the proſperity. of France, confounded 


with the million, we ſhall not complain of the in- 
action to which we ſhall be doomed, as it will be 


found neceflary for the maintenance of publick 
Liberty; but we ſhall bleſs the Sages who laid its 


foundation ; we ſhall teach our Children to liſp 
their names with reſpectful gratitude, together 


with that of a Sovereign, who reſtored us to Free- 


dom ; we ſhall educate them in the principles of 


the Conſtitution, and ſhall never ſpeak io them of 


the ſacrifices we have had the good fortune to 
offer to the nation, but in. order to encourage 
them to tread in our ſteps, and to value their ex- 


: iNenge only as it can be uſeful to their native 
country.” , 125 V 
M. D' Orleans informs his Counſel that the above 


. 


was taken from the archives of the Aſſembly, 


For our part, Gentlemen, ceaſing to belong 


and 
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and delivered to bim by A. Comme, an * the 
Records. | 

The National Aſſembly. ſent the proces af 
the Chatelet, the very ſame day, to the Committee 
of Reports; that they might examine it, and de- 
liver their opinion according to the impulſe of cheir 
feelings. 

M. Boucher - D'Argis, though he took upon 
himſelf to preſume a crime, and in general terms 
to point out ſome guilty heads, did not name 
them ; but the ſecret was ſoon made publick ; 
RE... the next day, the Journal de Paris eratified | 
= its readers with the judgment of the Chatelet, 
3 and the names of the accuſed! The dovbr,. 

which however might be entertained of ſuch a 

judgment, through the channel of a newſpaper, 

was done away the day following by a lerter 
F addfteſſed to the National Aſſembly by the tribunal 
1 of the Chdtelet, and in which, without attempt- 
11 ing to ſuſpend 'their opinion on a matter, u hich 
x it was their duty to keep ſecret, they proclaimed 
9 it by expreſſing their regret for the notoriety given 
'F to their judgment 
1 It was by ſuch a manceuvre that M. D'Orleans 
'enemies ſucceeded in their attempts to hold him 
up to France and indeed to all Europe, as the abet- 
tor of a plot, which never exiſted! 

M. D' Orleans remained in chat very unenviable 
1 tate all the time, which the Committee of Re- 
I ports ſpent in the ſcrupulous examination of the 
protecure of the Chiteler.. At length, on the 2d 
of October, 1790, in conſequence of the report 
made by M. Chabroud, member of the Committee, 
the National Aſſembly decreed as follows : 


„ The National Aſſembliy, baving heard the 
« account given by their Committee of Re. 
* N relative to the procedure commenced 
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46 at is ſuit of the King' YETI at the 


„ Chitelet, the 1Ith of December, 1989, 
AS af _ the days following, and the charges 
* againſt M. Mirabeau, the elder, and M. 


0  Lenis-Philig-Joſe ph-D' Orleans, decree that 


there is no room for accuſation: 195 


The next day M. D'OMeans * in his 


place i in the Aſſembly, and thus addreſſed them. 


4 GENTLEMEN, 


Involved in the criminal proceſs of the Cha. 


telet of Paris, in conſequence of the facts which 
took place at Verſailles on the 6th of October; 


pointed at by that tribunal as a Culprit; bowing 


as | ought to your deciſions on my fate; I thought 
it proper to abſent myſelf from your meetings, 
until you ſhould have pronounced me guilty or 
acquitted me honourably.---Relying on your juſ- 


tice, I gueſſed, and have not been deceived, that 


the procedure itſelf would exculpate me. 

M. De Biron, in my name, pledged himſelf 
yeſterday that I would do away every doubt, and 
that I would throw a radiant light on the ſmalleſt 
detail of that dark buſineſs ; it is in order to ratify 
that obligation that I now addreſs you: I have, in 
effect, many duties to fulfil : You have, Gentle- 
men, pronounced that I ſhould not have been 
accuſed, but it is incumbent on me to prove that 
ought not to have been 2 I have, 
theretore,. to annihilate a maſs of prevarication 


and falſehood, fpread abroad fo induſtriouſly, and 


10 maliciouſly credited; but, Gentlemen, this js 
to be done in the preſence of thoſe whoſe intereſt 
it is to contradict them, and before thole who 
have a tight to judge them. . 
Such are the obligations, 8 by 


4 i f 


_ 1 feel Wee bound; ö it is a duty Iowe to 


myſelf, 
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ES. 
myſelf, t to the Aﬀembly, of which I have the 
honour of being a Member, and to the whole Na- 
tion: it is time to prove that thoſe who defended 
the people's cauſe, the cauſe of liberty, that thoſe 
who exerted themſelves for the reform ot abuſes, 
that thoſe who directed all their energy towards the 
regeneration of France, were actuated by Juſtice, 
and not by thoſe motives of Ambition and Revenge. 
« To give my words all the authenticity in 
my power, I lay them in writing on the ta- 
| _ MEAS 
| M. D'Orleans, in order to fulfil his ſolewdn en- 
f gagement, now conſults his counſel on the legal 
ſteps he has to take in this complicated buſineſs. 

The better to enable them to decide, he thinks 
proper to lay before them; iſt, The criminal pro- 
ceſs of the Chatelet, relative to the facts which 
took place at Verſailles on the 6th of October. 
2dly, The Report of that affair made by M. Cha- 
broud, member of the Committee of Reports in 
the National Aſſe mbly.—zdly, the jultificatory 
writings of that report. —Al of which have been 
printed by order of the Aſſembly, He alſo Judges 
it neceſſary to explain ſome facts, which were not 
ſcrutinized in the procedure, and ſome others that 
were handled only in the diſcuſhon to which the 
procedure gave birth. 

Iſt.— M. D' Orleans, whom many witneſſes de- 
poſed to have ſeen at Verſailles the 6th of Octo- 
ber, inthe morning, and at the very moment the 
mob broke into t 0 Palace, was then in Paris, 
which he could and can ſtill prove by reſpeCtable 
evidenec ; ſome who ſaw him at home in the Pa- 
lace Royal, others on the road to Verſailles, and 
finally when he arrived there; which time he can 
very eaſily aſcertain to a minute, as it was juſt 
when the body-guards were coming out of the 
Ning apartments with ſome. ol the national troops; 


and 


VE 


and / that the latter bad already changed their hats 


forghe caps of the grenadiers of the late French 
Ggards. OC. 

Adly. He was alſo abſent from Verſailles the 5th 
of October (as he can prove) though two witneſſes 
depoſed they had ſeen him coming out of the Na- 
tional Aſſembly that day 3 the contrary of which 


is too well Known; 3 and that towards the evening 


they ſaw him again on the nay to Paris, and-on 
the path to the right. 
2dly. As to the depoſition of Meſſieurs Digoine 
and Frondeville, who ſtate that a Valet de Cham- 
bre of the Duke of Orleans was ſeen in the 
Queen's apartment, and which, according to M. 
Digoine, <©* made a perſon, for whom he (Depo- 
nent) entertained the higheſt reſpect, call him and 
ad vite him to be more crrcumppett ; which expreſ- 
ſion ſurpriſing Deponent, the perſou alluded to 
told bim, that a Valet de Chambre of the Duke 
of Obloaes had juſt gone into the apartment, and 
he ſhewed him to Deponent; and which alſo, 


according to M. Frondeville, made the Queen 
order ſilence, and a Gentleman, whom he took 


to be M. d' Aſtorg, faid to him,. — Don't ſay a 
word” -- pointing to the Duke? s Valet de Chambre.” 

M. D*Orjeans thinks it will be of ſome uſe to 
bis counſel, to know that the Valet-de- Chambre 
in queſtion had been at that time near ten years 
in the Queen's ſcrvice; and that in the month of 
October it was his turn to be in waiting. 


Achly and laltly—As M. D' Orleans journey to 


London was agitated in the National Aſſembly, 
with the conjectures to which it gave riſe—it is 
here ſutiicient to repeat what M. D' Orleans drew 
up for his juſtification in London, in order to be 
convinced ot his motives. _ 

„A few days after the King's ariel in ne 
M. de la Fayetie wrote to me to give him a meet- 


ing; 
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time; he appointed Madame de Coigny's botel— 


here follows what happened there relative to me. 
M. de la Fayette fold me, that the King wiſhed 
to ſend me on political buſineſs to a foreign court; 
and he added, that my abſence, taking away every 
pretext for making uſe of my name, which he 
thought might be recurred to on diſagreeable occa- 
ſions, would enable him, with greater eaſe, to 
eſtabliſh tranquillity in the capital, and put a flop 
to the riots, which all his care and attention had 
not been able either to prevent or. ſuppreſs... He 


alſo obſerved to me, that ſuch a mark of his Ma- 
jeſt y's confidence would blunt the ſhafts which ma- 


levolence was pointing againſt. me; and he con- 


cluded with ſaying, that, in his opinion, I might 
ſerve the nation eſſentially by going to England. 


+ Topleale the King, would alone have been 
to me an important conſideration ; but to contri- 
bute to the return of publick order, appeared to 
me the greateſt favour I could confer on the peo- 


ple, who gave me ſo many affecting proofs of their 
attachment: it alſo ſeemed to me, that publick 
_ tranquillity was the more defirable in the capital, 
at a time when the King reſided in it, and that it 
was ſo ſoon to poſſeſs the National Aſſembly in its 


boſom; above all, l imagined I ſaw the Revoluti- 
on fixed on the moſt firm baſis, 'having only in- 
ſignificant difficulties to ſurmount. In ſhort, the 
propoſed miſſion feemed to me pregnant with im- 
portance to France : I acquieſced, on condition 
however that my abſence ſhould be ſanctioned by 
the National Afembly—the repreſentatives of the 
nation conſented, and J ſet off immediately.” 

It may not be improper here to add, that M. M. 
de Biron and de Liencourt knew the inſtructions 


and the correſpondence of that miſſion; the King 
having given leave that they ſhould be imparted 
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to them; and, though the cabinet ſecrets cannot 


yet be revealed, M. D' Orleans does not entertain 
2 doubt, but that M. de Montmorin would, were 
it thought neceſſary, vourh for the truth of theſe 


aſſertions. 


Such are the circumſtances which M. D'Or- 
leans has thought proper to lay before his counſel ; 
who, no doubt, will direct their Eng by 
the writings thereunto annexed. 

M. D' Orleans concludes with fore warning them, 
that he does not wiſhto give way to ſentiments of 
enmity or revenge; but at the ſame time, that it 
is his determined reſolution to neglect no neceſſary 
means of fulfilling his engagements, and of 


throwing a radiant light on the ſmalleſt detail 1 that 


dark buſineſs. 
He, therefore, withes: to know hor are his 
claims againſt the KinG's ATTORNEY at the Chi- 


telet, againſt the ee and againſt the Wir- 
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Lov1s-Pn1L1y-Joszpn D' Orleans, 


The 


h 
3 
* 
4 
4 
es 
* 
Feed 
i” Th 
i 
1 
. 
LES. 
* * 
4 9 


WP, 

— 5 
wy 

5 
3 


The OrIx Ion and: the Cong of the 
COUNSEL. | 


PRE CouNSEL for M. D' Orleans, previous to 
their pointing out to him how he is to act, in 
order to fulfil the en gagement contracted by bim 
in the National Aﬀermbl what ſteps he is to take 
with reſpect to ſome of i the witneſſes, and relative 
to a tribunal which, with inſufficient proofs, has ac- 
cuſed and traduced him; will firſt examine the 


proceedings of the Chatelet, from the time the 
facts, which took place at Verſailles in the morn- 


ing of the 6th of October, 1789, were made 
known to that tribunal, by the Committee of En- 
quiry at the Hotel de Ville. N 

las the Chatelet in jts proceedings followed the 


rules of juſtice?- Were the witnefles that were 


heard thoſe who ought to have been choſen ?- 


Were not ſome of them ſuſpicious characters? 
Were not ſome removed who, it was imagined, 


would tell diſagrecable truths ?---Was there not 
prevarication, in over looking proofs contained 


in the information, however partial and unjuſt it 


might be in itſelf 2.—And was there not allo pre- 


varication in endeavouring to diſcover proofs which 


that information did nas contain f | : 
1 15 * 


[ m2 J 
It will be, after the examination of theſe previ- 
ous queſtions, that the Counſel for M. D'Orleans 


will turn their attention to the defamatory di. 
courſe of the Charcelet; it might be only an im- YN 
prudence on the part of the Judge to be affected by 4 


the detail of the crimes, contained in the proce- 

dure, but that imprudence became itſelf a crime, 

when the procedure did not juſtify the involuntary = * 

and deep impreſſion which dictated that diſcourſe. 
We do not think that M. D'Orleans ſhould avail = 

himſelf of the incompetency of the Chateler Th 

though it be a real one; Verſ.lles not being in it 9 

juriſdiction, and the facts, which took place there : 

in the morning of the 6th of October, not being 

among thoſe of which the National Aſſembly, by 

one of its decrees lately repealed, ordered that tri- 

bunal to take cognizance. Nor ſhall we lay any 

ſtreſs on the error committed by the Chitelet in 

appointing one of the Clerks to receive the depoſi- 

tions, withont baving been prevnuſly ſworn in- 

formal proceedings are not thoſe Which it becomes 

M. D' Orleans to be at the pains of invalidating. 

Suppoſing, therefore, the Chatelet to be a compe- 

tent tribunal, and that its proceedings are in every 

ſenſe regular, we ſhall only examine whether, or 

not, it has impartially and with equity acquitted 

itſelf of the Commiſſion, intruſted to its deciſion "7 

by the Committee of Enquiry of the Hotel de Ville, y 

This Commiſſion was two-fold: Se emis = 
1ſt. The Charelet was to proſecute the authors 

of the murders committed at Verſailles, on the 

4 th of October. 3 uy , 

1  *2dly. As thoſe murders of the 6th, were com- 

| mitted by the mob which arrived from Paris on 

the 5th, and that, according to the Committee of 

it Enquiry, it appeared there were ſome abettors, 

| they might alfo dive into the cauſes of that inſur- 

S | r-.ion; if they had not, without it, ſufficient 

q 'realons to be ſatisfied on that head, 


Now, 


L 131 


Now; we ſee that at the very time the tribunal 
tock the matter in hand, the moti ves of the riots of 
the 15th and 16th were already well known; it 
may then reaſonably be imagined that their noto- 
riety, which we ſhall again adduce in our favour, 
was evident enough, preciſe enough and ſufficiently 
founded on matter of fact to have ſaved the Cha- 
telet the trouble of ſuppoſing a plot! | . 
The ſcarcity of bread ſeems to have been the 
primary cauſe of the inſurrection of the 5th; the 
people had been for a long time comparing the 
dearth they experienced to the well known plenty 
of the preceding harveſt; and while they were ex- 
patiating on the contraſt, they laid at the Miniſter's 
door the project of ſtarving the Capital! 

It is not a queſtion now to be proved whether 
that opinion were founded or not, but whether it 
influenced the mob in their riots. Nou that fact is 
indubitable ; and is even proved by thoſe words, 
become celebrated, which the people fo often re- 
peated as they were eſcorting the King, Queen, 
and Royal Family, into Paris. Fe bring with 
us, ſaid they, the BAKER, tbe Baker's Wire 
and the L1YTLE BakeRr's-Boy “' however it might 
be thought proper to qualify thoſe expreſſions, it 
would be wrong to condemn the idea which dic- 
tated them; if we call to mind that, until the 5th 
of October, the people, chiefly ſuch as lived by 

their daily labour, loſt moſt of their time in be- 
ſieging Eakers* doors to procure for their ſuſte- 
nance, pound by pound, a ſpecies of bread which 
was at once unwholeſome and dear; and that 
from that period forward they hail bread ſufficient 
in quantity, better in quality, aud at a cheaper 
rate! Cats 06 220 

Another cauſe of the Riots on the 5th, was that 
the enemies of the Revolution wanted to take the 
King away by force, to conduct bim to Metz, 
3 | | hure 
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where they would prevail upon him to diffolve the 
National Aﬀembly, and begin a Civil War; there 
are many deep veſtiges of ſuch a plot in the origi- 
nal copy of a letter written the 14th of September, 
1789, by M. D'Eftaing to the Queen and inter- 
cepted, under his ſeal, by the Committee of En- 
quiry. | 

In this letter, the characters are named, with 
the Miniſter who was to take the lead in the Con- 
ſpiracy, and the General to whom the anti-patrio- 
tick Army was to be entruſted ; the mode of ſup- 
porting it is laid down, and even the road the king 


was to go in his way to Metz : it muſt not be ima- 


gined that M. D'Eſtaing had collected popular 
rumours to intimidate the Queen; he had learned 
from M. de la Fayette the name of the General; 

he bad learned from the Spaniſn Ambaſſador a Rill 
more important fact, that he (the Ambaſſador) 


had been told by a very great perſonage that it had 


been propoſed to him to ſign an Afﬀociation!---thoſe 
accounts, which deprived M. D'Eſtaing of his 
nightly repoſe, as he owns in his letter, were for 
ſome time only known to the Conſpirators; they 
deſcended on the 14th of September to another 


claſs, and at the end of the month they got to the 


people; every one knows what a ferment they 
occalioned: A people idolizing their newly- acqui- 
red liberty, found themſelves ſurrounded by men 
that were aſſociating againſt her; and what aug- 
mented their uneaſineſs, was, that the King, 8 
whoſe good heart they entertained a high opinion, 
had not as yet given any ſignal mark of his at- 
tachment to the new Government ; ; becauſe they 
knew that a King, who was a man of en 
would never bely an authentick act. 
Such were the cauſes, which, towards the ond 
of September, had excited the popular ferment, 
which anly waited for an opportunity to burſt torth. 
IVO 


E 
Two events furniſhed the occaſion---one was the 
arrival of the Flanders regiment at Verſailles, 
which marched in there without being expected by 
the inhabitants, and in a manner which has not 
been as yet properly explained: that event added 
weight to the other ſuſpicions of the people; they 
no longer doubted of the King's eſcape, and con- 
ſidered that regiment to be at Verſailles merely to 
favour his retreat. 

The other event was the orgies of the 1ſt and * 
of October. The King's guards were accuſed of 
not drinking to the Nation's ſucceſs (de porter la 
ſanté de la nation) and of accompanying the refuſal 
with inſolent expreſſions; they were alſo ſaid to 
have trampled on the National Cockade : 

It is uſeleſs to object that thoſe fats were not 
ſufficiently proved; they were not perhaps ſo for 
a Court of Juſtice, but the people, who judge by 

other rules of Conviction, thought they poſſeſſed 
every requilite of full proof: their reſeatment to- 
ward's the King's Guards encieafed every hour, 
they call us, ſaid one, the canaille of Paris, 
and they are grinding their Sabres in the open 
ſtreets to cut off our ears; others exclaimed that 
women, belonging to the Court, were diſtributin 
White Cockades in the lobbies, that thoſe who 
accepted them were obliged to take an oath of al- 
legiance, and that ſuch as refuſed to rice the na- 
* tonal colours were affronted by the King's Guards! 
from that moment they became the object of the 
people's execration, who imagined that they ſaw 
in them men reſolved to act againſt the Nation, 
> who only waited for the ſignal of havock, and 
Who ia the interim loaded the people with con- 
g te mpt. 

On the 5th of October, an immenſe multitude 
of men aid women, div erſely a- med, ran to Ver- 
F ſailles toaſt the King and the Nat onal Atiembly 
7 3 why 


L 

* bread continued to be ſo dear; and in order 
to be revenged of the Body-Guarde. In the even- 
ing, the Pariſian National Guard took the ſame 
reute; and it appears by the well-known language 
held to M. de la Fayette by the grenadiers of the 
central diviſion, that they, in their reſentment, 
confounded the King's Guards with the Flanders 
regiment; becauſe the latter corps, which only 
bad been a few days at Verſailles, had not had 
time to prove, by any act of patriotiſm, that its 
arrival ought not to have been ſuſpected. ETD - 

Such were the well-known cauſes of the riots of 
the 5th of October. We have now to mention 
thoſe of the evening, and of the next day. | | 

When the multitude arrived at Verſailles, they | 
found themſelves in the preſence of the King's | 
Guards, who were drawn up in battle array; 
but whether it was through the pacifick advice gi- 
ven to the mob on the march from Paris, by t 
Commander they had ſelected for themſelves 
(Maillard) that they continued perfectly calm, or | 
for other reaſons, no kind of conflict took place 
until towards five o'clock in the evening; and 
though one of the officers of the King's Guards 
was killed, it is evident by the declarations re- 
ceived by the Committee of Enquiry, and even 
from the procedure of the Chatelet, that he was 
ſhot, not by the people who came from Paris, but 
by one of the national guards of Verſailles, Here 
follow the authentick particulars of the event al. 
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luded to. | 
A Patifian ſoldicr, of the name of Bunout, was 
met by a number of women, who wanted to go 5 


to the King's apartments, and they inſiſted he 
2 ſhould accompany them; he endeavoured to pafs 
through the ranks of the body-guards : if the 
women ſuffered him to do otherwiſe, he was cer- 

| tainly 
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(CW. 
tainly to blame, But was not M. de Savonnieres, 
alſo in the wrong, in ſuch a critical zunQure, and 


in the midſt ofa people, whom the flighteſt a& of 


imprudence might hurry to the greateſt exceſs, to 
run after that ſoldier, ſword in hand, inſtead of 


following the brilliant example of moderation held 


out to him by his whole corps? And if it be true as 
one of the Deponents (M. Graincourt) atteſts, that, 
Bynout being nearly thrown down by a hogſhead 


which was in his way, M. de Savonnieres took ad- 


vantage of his ſituation and cut his head with a Sa- 
bre, ſurely ſuch a conduct was not juſtifiable ! 
however, a ſoldier of Verſailles, ſeeing the danger 
of his comrade, fired at M. de Savonnieres and 
broke his arm. PE, | | 

It does not appear from the declaration already 
mentioned, that, from the time of that unfortu- 
nate affair until eight o'clock in the evening, any 
act of hoſtility took place between the King's 
Guards and the people of the Capital; ſome of 
the former, however, were far from treating the 


latter with genzlene/s ; for M. le Cointre, one of 


the Deponents, atteſts that they kept them off 
with ſtrokes of their naked Sabres; he ſpecifies, 
among others, two women of the name of Lemeri 
and le Loutre, who were feverely hurt and ill 
uied; and It is to be obſerved, that having fince 
given 1n their evidence they corroborated his de- 
claration. 5 
About eight o'clock in the evening, the King's 
Guards were ordered in; but the people incenſed 
at the uſage they had experienced at their hands, 
rooted them as they went along. The whole 
corps had however the good ſenſe to deſpiſe the 
rabble ; only one of them, a very young guard, 
withing to be revenged, fired a piſtol among the 
populace, who immediately anſwered it by a imart 
volley of muiquetry; the Body-guaids, ſecing 
13 tnemlelves 
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themſelves 2 atta :ked, fired again, which b g 
on an open war. 
ortunately, however, the National Guard, 
which bad arrived from Paris, kept the people in 
awe, and the night paſſed on in peace; towards 


day light, a body of men and women, withour 
ecting any obſtacle, got into the palace yard ; 


we muſt ſuppoſe that the remembrance of the 


orgres of the iſt and 3d made them think of go- 


ing there; but they did nothing unbecoming by 


any means, until a Body-guard ſhot one of their 
companions dead, Their rage and fury then 


knew no bounds; they made themſelves maſters of 


the courts and the paſſages ; they purſued the 
King's Guards from one polt to another, from one 
Yoon to another, ſlaughtering all of them they 


met; and perhaps they would have killed the laſt 
man of them if the Pariſian national guard had 


not run to protect them from the impending dan- 
ger. 


Leaving the inſide of chi Palace: but far from 


conſidering their revenge as ſatisfied, they filled 
the yards with furious outcries. Nor did: they 


ceaſe, until the Body guards, by putting in their 


bats the National Cickade, had done away the ſuf. 
picions which their late conduct had given birth 
to; and the King, having promiſed to come and 
live in Paris, delivered them from every further 
fear of his going to Metz, made them hope that 


| Bread would be ſoon purchaſed at a cheaper rate, 


and at length calmed their impetuoſity. The 


King's Guards were then conſidered by them as 
| their beſt friends, and ſhouts of joy were every 
where heard; a firiking proof, that the people's 
fury originated i in the cauſes we have pointed out; 


tor had it been the conſequence of a premeditated 


plot, it would not have ſubſided merely from the 


King's — and the apparent Patriotiſm of 


his | 
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[ 19 ] 
his Guards; who, it is true, did away the appre- 
henſions of the Rabble, . had it not in their 
power to do ay; © plot, if any ſuch had ex- 


iſted. 
All theſe circumſtances ought to have boa ma- 


| rarely conſidered by the Chitelet previous to the 
commencement of the procedure againſt M. D*Or- 


leans; and it would have been regular in them. 
then to have proſecuted the murderers of the Bo- 


dy-guards, and chiefly the infamous aſſaſſin, who 


as a witneſs (the 13 1ſt) ſaid ſeemed happy to have 
lent a hand to their fury. This would have ſaved 
M. D*Orleans from an 2zſeleſs and abſurd accuſation, 


which expoſed his honour and, tranquillity, and 


which, perhaps, to endanger his life, wanted only 
more judicious and more able co-operators. | 
The Chatelet, then, far from foſtering ſuch 


lear-fay evidence, by giving it a place in its enqui- 


ries, would have ſeen that they annihilated them- 


ſelves by their contradictions and by their abſurdi- 
ty. Hear-ſay evidence in accuſation of men of * 
and character, in ſhort of any men! 

Some accuſed M. D' Orleans of the deſign of 


uſurping the throne on the 5th of October; others 


ſay it was his intention to force the King to run 


away, that be might be declared Lieutenant-Ge- 


neral of the ſtate. 
But the Chatelet ought to have ſeen that, if M. 


D' Orleans had the ambition which the hear-lay 
evidence Jays to his charge, it would have blazed 


forth, not on the 5th of October, but on the 12th 
of july; at that period the conſtirarion was not 


| ſettled, the army in the environs of Paris, and 
round the National Aſſe mbly, ſeemed indeed to 
u iſn to prevent its being ever eſtabliſhed. 


Paris was then full of men, diſaffected to the 
court. M. D' Orleans, whoſe name and patriotum 
were ſufficient recommendations, would have then 
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1 
had only to ſhew himſelf to enſure a for midahle par · 
ty; and when we reflect on all that the people. did in 
an inſt ant, without a chief and from the ſole impulſe 
of their own fears, it is hard to ſay, if M. D'Or- 
leans entertained the ſentiments of ambition that 


are given to him, where his ſucceſs would at that 


time have terminated / | 
All that could have fevoxred ſuch an ambition 

on the th of July, would haye abſolutely made 

ezainft it on the 5th of October. The chief articles 


of the conſtitution were then decreed; the citizens 


conſidered themſelves inviolably attached to a 


Prince, whoſe prerogative they had paſſed into 2 
law, and who on the 15th and 17th merited and 
obtained the moſt affectionate love of his ſubjects 
by nobly returning among them; had M. D'Or- 
leans taken up arms, (for it cannot be thought 


that a throne and ſuch a throne could be uſurped 
without ſtriking a blow) not a ſingle citizen would 
have ſided with him; thoſe who, on the 12th of 
July, would have followed him moſt zealouſly, 
would on the 5th of October have abandoned 
him, and probably declared againſt him. 


It is ſaid, that it was not with ſword in hand 


that he purpoſed to cut his way to the throne , 
but by murder, by killing the King, the Quezn, 


the DaupHniyx, and Monsituk!! We mult give 
an auſwer to theſe horrors, ſince the ſpirit of party 


invented them, and the enemies of M. D'Ocleans 


ſpread them abroad with criminal induſtry. 


We ſay then, I. That ſuch bloody deeds could 


not be perpetrated without violent ſuſpicions; M. 


D'Ock ans, whoſe breaſt they never entered, has 
aot eſcaped hatred; but had they been executed, 


he would have drawn on himſelf univerſal execra- 


II. That ſuch a crime would have been as uſcleſs 


* 


as it was horrid, M. D' Artois and his children 
7 would 
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would have been the only perſons benefited by it. 
The third Atticle of the Conſtitution calls them 
in their turn to the throne, and it is impoſſible. 16 
believe that the legiſlative body, if they could have 
broken ſo ſolemn a law, would have done it for the 
ſake of a man loaded with grievous ſulpiciohs. 

The Chitelet ought to bave made thoſe obfer- 
vations 5 it ſhould alſo have remarked, that it M. 
D'Orleats had wiſhed to favour the King's tre- 
treat, far from making uſe, on the 5th of Ofto- 
ber, of his x apy influence in ſending the peo- 


w © 


s to hinder that eſcape, he would 
have exerted it ih keeping them in Paris, that it 
might have taken place effectually. He would 


have ſuffered the anti-patriotick party to have pro- 


ceeded; they whoſe projects are fo well deſcribed 
in M. D'Elſtaing's letter; and without, in any 
manner, contributing to an eſcape, which the op- 


# 


poſite party to M. D' O. leans took upon themſelves 


to effect, he would have ſtrained every nerve to 


turn it to his advantage. 


Violent paſſions, ſuch as hatred, only examine, 


in imputations, what flatters them, and it is tor 


that reaſon they collect ſo many abſurdities. Every 


tribunal ought to be exempt from prepoſſeſſions; 
_ 6ught to be ſcrupulouſly exact, and not eſtabliſh 


the baſis of a eriminal proſecution on hear-/ay evi. 
dence. Above all things, a court of juſtice ought 
to eſtimate the value of ſuch evidence; and 


v ben on the one hand it does not properly explain 
the fact, and that other cauſes, ſeconded by pub- 


lick notoriety, throw a greater light on it; and 
when on the other hand ſuch evidence militates 
againſt reaſon, it is their duty to reject it; to de- 
teſt that calumny which without believing, ſpreads 
abroad ſuch aſperſions, and to deſpiſe the party- 
writers who, though they do not credit them, 
ſend them, however, into the world, thereby to 
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gratify the paſſions of thoſe by whom they are 
hired. 

Such were the duties of the Chitelet, and more 
particuhrly of the KinG's ATTORNEY ; but if, in 
ſpite of ſuch motives, he wiſhed to diſcover an 
abſurd plot, one of the objects of the procedure, 
te ſhould have acted with the moſt rigid imparti- 
ality, be ſhould not have forgotten that M. D'Or- 
lears had not been accuſed ; that the crime laid to 
bis charge by a furious party militated againſt 
reaſon, and that, while endeavouring to find out 
pro fs of guilt, he ſhould not have over-looked 
thoſe that might have led to the certainty of his 
innocence; which was in every ſenſe more pro- 
bable than his crime, and not leſs important to be 
made known. 

It remains for us to prove, that in a free OS 
try, and chiefly at a period which enjoined pecu- 
ar citcumſpection and integrity, the Chatelet and 
the King's Attorney violated every duty, with an 
cHrontery ſcarcely to be paralleled, even during 
the reign of deſpotiſm, and in the molt. corrupted | 
tribunals. 

The principal calumny levelled at M. D'Orleans 
by the Chatelet, and the King's Attorney, and 
on which they laid the chief foundation of their 
p'ocedure, was, that he had been the inſtigator 
of the murders committed at Verſailles on the 
6th of October, by the Pariſian mob that came 
there on the gth. 

It would be a difficult matter to explain why M. 
 D'Orleans ſhould wiſh to ſlaughter the King's 
Guards, or why he ſhould hate that corps, the 
ornament of our army, by whom he had never 
been offended, if, however, the fa# could have 
bye eſtabliſhed, calumny wou!d have foſtered 

t, and made i the baſis of the moſt Wrfaciul 
fulpicions. e | 
The 
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The King's Attorney took upon himſelf, in the 
procedure, to ſupply this defect as much as in him 
lay. His project, as eyidently appears when pe- 
ruſed with attention, was to make the proſecution 
a receptacle for all the effuſions of poſſible ſlander 
and hatred againſt M. D Orleans; at failt they 

had the uſual fate of ſcandal, unſupported by 
proof; they lived a day, and diſappeared to re- 
turn no more; but in the proceſs of the Chätelet 
they were to attain a higher degree of conliitency 
and duration. If the King's Attorney thinks pro- 
per to contradict our aſſertion, let him inlorm us 
why he choſe, for a fir/# witneſs, a notorious li- 
beller, a retailler of hear-ſays ? Without ſuch a 
motive, would he have darcd to put the name, of 
Jean Pelletier at the top of the inforin ation—Pel- 
letter, the author of the Domine Saluum fac 
Regem;"* (i. e. one of the moſt infamous libels 
againſt M. D'Orleans,) and Conductor of an anti- 
patriotick Journal, of which the very title an- 
nounces that the National Aſſembly, under the 
appellation of the Apoſtles, and its labours, under 
the name of Ads, are turned into ee had 
the name of Pelletier even been on the liſt ſent to 
the King's Attorney by the Committee of Enquiry, 
we ſhould have a right to think it rather ſtrange, 
that he was in ſuch a hurry to make uſe of it; but 

M. Pelletier was not on the liſt; what chen muſt 
we think of the King's Attorney, who, of bis own 
accord, brought again into open day a name 
branded with publick contempt, and made the 
bearer of it the firſt witneſs of his procedure ? 
Wo cannot ſuppoſe: that the King's Attorney, 
who ordered Pelletier to be ſumaioned, and the 
Lawyers of the Chatelet who received his depoſi- 
tions, will tell us chat they paid no attention to his 
_ evidence ; it certainly deſerved none; for he filled 
up twelve pages not wah . dut with ſcanda- 
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jous hear-Jays, not leſs abſurd than they were 
wicked; he carefully remembered all the hear- 


fays, but quite forgot from whom he had heard 


them: he pretended to have picked them up in 
public- ſocieties, in clubs and coffee-rooms, of 


Which he did not dare to particularize any one, 
; left i it ſhould make againſt his evidence. 


In another part of his depoſition, M. Prllelie- 
(ain by hear · ſay) accuſed M. D' Orleans of having, 
by his agents, countenanced the plots of Abbe 
Douglas; which (added he) appears the more pro- 
bable, as he, Deponent, had frequently ſeen that 
Abbe in the garden and the coffee-houſes bf the Paltis 
Royal / A witneſs, capable of building ſuſpicion 


on facts ſuch as theſe, was indeed unworthy of con- 


fidence; his principles, as well as the calumnies 


he gave breath to, made againſt confidence; and 


the precautions he took not to be found out, 
ſhould have proved to the Judge that he was an 
impoſtor. 

But the Chatelet did, hotwidhſtunchng, attend 
to the evidenee of that vile witneſs; the procedure 
fully evinces tſiat the King's Attorney laid a great 
ſtreſs on his teſtimony, and that the Lawyers liſ- 
tened to him with culpable complacency; on the 


11th of December they heard M. Pelletier until 


eight o'clock in the evening, and ſatisfied, no 
doubt, with his ingenious talents, and his bear- 


ay. ſtories, they appointed him to appear again, 


not the day following, but two days after; in 
order that, having twenty- four hours to think, 
he might come with a larger budget of ſcandal ; 
finally, it was from his recommendation that the | 
King's Attorney admitted to evidence the follow- 
ing witneſſes: : 


3 Mrssizuns 
Peyril[lfe Du Veyrier 


HBergaſſe Ternai, ſen. SAS 


1 


1 MxssizZ uns. 

can, ea jun, 

Mouliens PVPoalfond, and 
Ruthieres Mounier. 


he remainder of the procels is in perfect har- 
mony with the commencement ; there is only one 

general rule obſervable throughout When an 
anti patriotick witneſs mentions one or more whole 
teſtimony would be of uſe, the King's Attorney 
takes care to admit them to evidence; nor is it 


always requiſite that the anti-patriotick witneſs 
ſhould point them out, it is ſometimes ſufficient 
barely to pronounce their name—for inſtance--- 
M. Malouet having named in. his depoſition ſome 
members of the National Aſſembly, with whom 


he was in habits of intimacy, viz. 


Mes81EvRs 
Virieu Taillardat- la- maiſon- neuve 
Mounier Henry Longueve 
Biſhop of Langtes La Chaiſe 
Deſehamps Paquard 
Madier M.athias, and 
Du Frayſſe Durget, 


 Feydel + 


The King's Attorney, convinced that the boo 
Friends of M. Malouet were not, rend not be over- 
fond: of the Revolution, nor eonſequently of M. 
D' Orleans, received the evidence of the above 
ae eee 
The King's Attorney carried his wiſh ſo far, 
that, when the informers were of the favourite 
faction, or when they gave abſurd evidence, but 
which could be turned againſt M. D'Orleans, it is 
altnoſt a certainty, if one remarks the informer's 


| 
l 
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name, to find, in a few numbers after, thoſe whom 
he indicated: thus M. Malouet (the 111th witneſs) 
having named two. of his ſervants, who might 
corroborate his depoſition, if you turn to the 115th 
and 118th witneſſes, you will find that the King's 
Attorney took their teſtimony---To the 159th wit- 
neſs we are indebted for the 164th, and to the 
latter for the 178th and 19th. The teſtimony of 

M. Guillermi begat thoſe of M. M. Frondeville and 
Digoine; theirs gave birth to the depoſition of M. 


'M. de Batz and Tournachon Monverau, and the 


famous one of M. La Serre. M. Claude la Chatres' 
evidence produced thoſe of Madame de Talaru's 
three ſervants, and his Swiſs (porter 3) and M. de 
Clermont-Tonnere Begat on the widow Ravet a 
moſt precious teſtimony !. 

But as often as an impartial witneſs points out 
ro the King's Attorney, men whoſe evidence might 
prove the innocence of M. D*Orleans, fo often are 
they rejected by the King's Attorney : It was in 
vain M. M. Benjamin La Borde, and A. Eudeline 
depoſed, that on the 6th of October, M. de Biron 


was with M. D*Ocleans when he went to Verſailles; 


but M. Biron was not ſummoned by the King's 
Attorney, becauſe, as he could have mentioned 
the preciſe inſtant that M. D'Orleans came there 


from Paris, it would have been impoſſible for the 


King's Attorney to believe a word of M. La Serre's 
evidence, which ſet forth, that M. D'Orleans 
was, by ſix in the mamning, among the Kabble at 
Verſailles! _. 

The more effectually to injure the _—_ of: M. 
D'Orleans, the King's Attorney took care to be 
certain that the evidence he was about admittin 
would make againſt him, and that the Wisent 
hated him. This aſſertion is proved in the follow. 
ing fact, which we bring forward to evince the 


1 Ko "g 's Attorney's partiality in the nn, 


It 
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It is a lamentable truth, and too well known, 
that the National Aſſembly is divided into two 
parties---one- of which, fortunately the more nu- 

merous, is famed for its Patriotiſm, We ſhall ſay 
nothing of the other, except that it is ſuſpe&ed 
of deteſt ing the Revolution, and the Members of 
the National Aſſembly that are friendly to it. M. 
D' Orleans is certainly, one of thoſe who are thus 
deteſted. Equity then forbad the King's Attorney, 
to ſeek for witneſſes in the anti. parcel party, 
as being the greateſt enemies of M. IYOrleans--- 
he did ſo, however. Out of fifty 520 Members 
of the Aſſembly, who gave . abi he ſelected 
forty-ſeven Admirers of Deſpotiſm, and to be 
more certain that M. D*Otleans? character would 


not be ſpared, he PIN, upon the moſt violent of 
the party, VIZ, 


Mrssfzoxs | 
Frondeville _ Biſhopof cler 
La Queuille Biſhop of Langres 
Mirabeau, jun. Biſhop of Chartres 
\Feydel_ _ Abbe D' Eymar 
Virieu xt Abbe Diot 
- Malouet . _ Abbe Genetet 
Guillerwi ' _. pee 
Beauharnois, ſen, Du Frafſe. 
_ Clermont-mont- St, Jean Ternai, ſen. 
Claude la Chatre Ternai, jun. 
Luis la Charre | Des Champs 
Faittardat Digoine 
MMadier Henry Longueve 
Vaudreuil _ _ Serent | 
. D'Ambly. Bouthilier 
Parois De Batz 
Abbe du Bois Marguerite 
„ „ Clermont-Tonnerre 
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3 Mzssiruns 
Abbs Mathias Ctroy 1 875 
wen Diarget, and 
Foutaulr 1 Jeannet. 


Thibootot 


All theſe except M. M. Mathias, Malouet, Des 
Champs, Serent, Marguerite, Thiboutot, Biſhop 
of Langres, Cruſſol, Eannet and Cletmont- Ton- 
nete, ſigned the fatal proteſtation of the 19th of 
e ͤ . ET HT: 
It «as for the ſame reaſons that the King's At- 
totney received the evidence of Meſſieurs Mounier 


and Bergaſſe, both connected in opinion and pre- 


poffeſſions with that party, both Deſerters from 
che poſt of Cotifidence in wich their fellow. citizens 
had placed them; and the former of whom, hav- 


ing fled in conſequenee of the events of the 5th 


and 6th of October, was intereſted in miſrepre- 
ſenting thein; to palliate, if poſſible, an act of pu- 
fillanimity whith degraded them. © © 


We ſhall rapidly paſs over many inftatices of 
the King's Attorney's iniquity, the more Tpecdily 
to come to the fefult Which M. D*Orleans requites. 
At any other time, we ſhould take great notice of 
his ſending into Limouſin for the 381ſt witneſs. 
(M. Miomandre-Chateauneuf)---whoſe depoſitton 
coſt 360 livfes ; when had it been taken by the 
judge of his refidetice, it would ſcarcely have coſt 
rwwelve livres; the iſe of ſuch a proceeding as we 
allude to was not unknown to the King's Attorney, 
for in this very Tarhe buſineſs he applied to the 
judges of Pont-au-de-mer, of Annondy, of Lan- 
gres, and of Milhau; to have applied then to 


the judges of Limduſin, on the ſame octafion, 


would not have been attended with much additi- 
onal trouble; but the King's Attorney * 
1 V e 
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from M. 3 e. Chateauneuf dein 1 
tisfactory to his ſentiments of batred, by bringing 
him to Paris; and in effect, whether to gratify 
other peoples paſſions, or in obediepce 40 his 
covn, he beſt knows, M. Miomandre- Chateauneuf 


loaded his prolix and verboſe: depoſition. with facts Y 


which he alone witneſſed, circumſtances of his own 
invention, void of probability, and whieh only 
tended to calumniate M. D*Orleans, For the ſame 
reaſons, (though not attended with mn lucceſs,) 
the King's Attorney ſummoned up to Paris Mar 
dame de Villeroi from Rouen, and M. Cheyannes 
from the province af Nivernois, The deppſition 
of the former colt 230 livres. that of the latter no 
Crowns; 
While the King? 8 Attorney was thus ſending i ora 
| the moſt remote counties, and even out of the 
kingdom (M. Mounier was at Geneva) for witgeſ- 
ſes to ſatisfy his hatred, he carefully removed 
others, wha were at hand. It does not require 
much judgment to guels at his motives: he Knew 
that it would be impoſſible for him to aſcribe the 
reſentment of the people againſt the Body-guards 
to inſtigators, and then by analogy, to include 
M. D' Grleans in the number, if he received the 
evidence of the well-informed and the well- inten- 
tioned; he, therefore, excluded them, as nub 
as he could, from his infor mation. For inſtance, 


do can he juſtify himſelf for not having taken the 


evidence of Runout, the Pariſtan laldier that. was 
purſued by M. Savonnieres on the 5th of October, 
and on whole account the blood of that officer was 
ſpilt? Or that of Cartaine, another Pariſian ſoldier, 
who had been ſtabbed with a knit. (according to 
M. le Cointre's declaration) by one ot. the King's 
Guards, on the 6th of October in the maning; 


and which was ſaid to be one of the primary cautes 
1 Jublequent es of the dzy?-Or 


thet 


„ 
that of M. Dupare, attorney of the Bailiwick of 
Verſailles, who is alſo named as having taken the 
unfortunate ſoldier into bis houſe after he had been 
wounded? | 

If the King's Attorney ſets forth that he knew 
not how to-find out thoſe three witneſſes ; we ſhall 
anſwer him that a publick officer and two ſoldiers, 
whom the events of the day had recommended to 
publick curioſity, were more neceſſary to be heard, 
and more eaſily to be found out, than the Savoy- 
ard Meſſenger, whom he diſcovered in rut des 
Vertus, becauſe, on the 12th-of July, he had car- 
ried one of the Buſts, which the 4 55 had taken 
from M. Curtius; or thoſe women of whom M. 
Guignard St. Prieſt had ſpoken on the 5th of Octo- 
ber; and who ſeem to be mentioned in the infor- 
mation, merely becauſe they gave a turn favoura- 
ble to the miniſter, to an expreſſion that expoſed 
him to ſome danger : Let the King's Attorney own 
then, that he did not hear thole three witneſſes, 
becauſe their evidence would have explained the 
people's reſentment to the Body guards; and be- 
cauſe by giving that reſentment its proper cauſe, 
it would not have obliged him to ſeek for remote 
ones; and then the Syſtem of calumny, which he 
wiſhes to erect againſt M. D' Orleans in his proce- 
dure, would have vaniſhed. 

This our opinion of the King's Attorney has all 
the requiſites of certainty ; chiefly when he is ob- 
ſerved to remove from evidence the principal wit. 
neſſes, named by the Committee of Enquiry. 

It is neceſſary to enter into a derail of this 
mattef— 

The Committee of Enquiry, not being a tribu- 
nal, but only a fingle ſection of the Police, au- 
thorif6d to Examine, in thoſe critical days, and 
erquire into the plots that might threaten our li- 
de tj, pronounce no lentence ; but when they 
__ diſcover 


Papi 


diſcover a matter of momentous concern, they re- 
port it to the tribunals; and join to that report a 
liſt of witneſſes whom they think competent, in 
order that thejudges may hear them. 
It is certain, the Judges are not obliged to con- 
fine themſelves to the liſt given in by the Com- 
mittee: They are allowed to judge whether it 
contains a ſufficient number to clucidate the accu- 
fation, and they may receive the teſtimony of 
perſons, not mentioned by the Committee; but 
they muſt alſo hear, and ht without exception, 
al thoſe contained in the lift , for reaſon and equi- 
ty would not allow that a municipal Committee, 
reporting in the name of the people, ſhould be 
refuſed to point out witneſſes to the judges, while 
our laws grant the ſame privilege to'the moſt ob- 
ſcure characters in a civil cauſe. 
The criminal law, Art, I. T. 6. requires that in 
. A civil cauſe the parties concerned do point out 

and even ſummon their witneſſes, but it does not 
ſay that the judges may reject them; moreover, it 
could not ſay ſo, for it would be vnjuſt, as the fate 
of accuſations would then depend on the will of 
the judges; beſides, it would not be aſking too 
much, if the King's Attorney were required to 
conſider the Committee of Enquiry, acting for the 
people, and having no private intereſt, as a civil 
party which not only has one but even two inte- 
reſts, that of having the perſon they accuſe pu- 
niſhed, and that of avoiding the coſts and da- 
mages to which they would be liable, if they loit 

the cauſe. But the King's Artorney only liſtened 
to the dictates of hatred to M. D*'Orleans, and in- 
ſtead of indiſcriminately receiving the witneſles, 
named by the Committee of Enquiry, he removed 
from his information all the witneſſes on the liſt, 
u hom he feared to find too well informed and wo 
much inclir. 1 to {ay nothing but the truth. 
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In that number we diſcover M. M. D'Edaing, 
Le Cointre, Durup de Baleine, and Mettereau; 
the iſt of theſe Commander in chief of the nati- 
onal guard of Verſailles, the others, Lieutenant- 
Colonel and Captains of the ſame corps; and wha 
as profeſſional characters, might have been ocular 
witneſſes of the facts, which were the object of 
the accuſation. The King's Attorney had no right 


to exclude thoſe witneſles ; this is a matter which 


appears ſufficiently ſuſpicious; ; for men in office ne- 
ver depart from their duty, but through ſome in - 
tereſted motive: What then muſt we think when, 
on peruſing the declarations of M. M. Le Cointre, 
Durup de Baleine, and Mettereau, with M. Dl. 
taing's letter, that motive is diſcovered ? 

The declarations of the three firſt contain very 
ſerious details. 1{t. Relative to the orgies of the 
iſt and 2d of October. 2dly. As to the manoeuvres 
ek to by three women, in the gallery of the 
palace, to ſubſtitute the White, in the room of 
the National Cockade ; 3dly. With reſpect to the 
inſults offered to thoſe who wiſhed to wear the lat- 
ter: Athly. On M,.deiHayonniere's conduct to- 
wards Bunout, the Pa iſian ſaldier ; And 5thly, 
about the piſtol fired among the mob by a Body- 
guard, while the reſt of the corps were peaccably 
retiring to their quarters. : 
M. Le Cointre, in his declaration, added, as 
has been already remarked, that, on the 6th in 
the morning, before the 00 had committed any 
excels, M. Cartaine (another Pariſian guard) had 
been ſtabbed with a knife by a Body guard, and 
that one of the mob had been ſhot by another of 
the ſame corps. Had thole three officers of the 

uard of Verſailles given in their evidence, they 
vould, in their declarations, have confirmed what 
they had depoſed before the Committee of En- 
quiry z they would have imputed to the impru— 
3 0 5 dence 
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Apes of ſome of the King's 98 all the acts of 


violence which the mob had committed on the 5th 
in the evening, as well as the crucliies. they had 
perpetrated on the 6th of October; but then it 


would have been impoſlible that M. D' Orleans had 


excited them. So thoſe three witneſſes were not 


heard, merely becauſe their evidence would have 


done away one of the calumnies, with which the 
King's Attorney w1ſbed to load M. D' Orleans in 
the proceſs againſt him. 

As to M. D'Eſtaing, he was e from the 


+ 


information through the ſame ſpirit of partiality 


and hatred. On the 14th of September he had 
written a letter to the Queen, in which he aſcribed . 
to the anti- patriotick faction the project of engaging _ 
the King to leave Verſailles; which project, how- - 
ever, the King's Attorney lays at the door of M. 
D' Orleans. Had M. D' Eſtaing's evidence been 


taken, it is more than probable that he would 


have confirmed in his depoſition all that he had 
ſaid in his letter, which, being in the hands of 
the Committee of Enquiry, was by no means a ſe- 
_ cret; then the ſecond ſlanderous imputation againſt 
M. D'Orleans would have fallen to the ground; 


but the King's Are would not hear M. D' Es- 


taing ! 


We ſhall add to this combination of i iniquities | 
the care the King's Attorney took to pals over 
unnoticed all the proofs of an alibi, produced in 


the defence of M. D*Orleans. For in a writing 


laid before the National Aſſembly, on the 8th of 


July laſt, by M. dela Touche, his agent, he evi- 
dently proves th he was not at Verſailles when 
the Body guards were killed; that he had been 
in Paris the night of the 5th of October; that M. 
le Brun, captain of the national guard, and in- 
ſpector of the Palais Royal, had awaked him to 
| ; » hs : give 
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give bim intelligence ſrom_. Verſailles, for which 
place he bad ſet off about eight in the morning of 
the 6th. Thirty Thouſand witneſſes might have 
vouched for the truth of M. D'Orleans' affertion ; 
for, unfortunately, the road to Verſailles was on 
that dreadful day thronged with citizens whom 
their predominant fears hurried from the Capi- 
tal. 

Many witneſſes were bears after M. D'Orleans 
publiſhed his firſt defence ; fo that the King's At- 
torney cannot pretend to fay that his information 
was cloſed. M. le Brun, however, and many 
other witneſſes who could have proved the alibt were 
not included. 

The innocence of M. D' Orleans muſt have been 
of the pureſt nature to bave withſtood an informa- 
tion, carried on with fuch bare-faced partiality and 
diſlike. We muſt requeſt that the ficuation. of M. 
IY Orieans be called to mind; abſent, flandered, 
expoſed to the machinations of his concealed ene- 
mies, and to the fury of a vanquiſhed party, irri- 
tated by their loſſes; perſecuted by a prevaricating 
Magitirate, whoſe power was immenſe, and wh 
turbed it all againſt him, ſummoning accuſing 
witneſſes from rhe moſt remote provinces, and at 
an enormous expence, removing from his tribunal 
men known for their impartiality and their love of 
truth, and finally, the more ſucceſsfully to ruin 
and oppreſs the object of his hatred, making him 
ſelf ſure, in as much as he could, of the 8 
paſſions of the witneſſes. | 

Let the enemies of M. D*Orleans now anſwer : 
Could they boaſt of their innocence, if all theſe ar- 
guments had united againſt them? 

The innocence of M. D'Orleans triumphed ; the 
King's Attorney, whether it was that he found it 
neceſſary to cover his iniquities with a vet}, or, 

| whether 
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whether through miſtake, took the evidence of a 
few who were influenced by no party; that was 
ſufficient, and the truth was made known, We 
acknowledge alfo with ſecret pleafure, that among 
the number of witneffes, whom their ſituations, 
their intereſt, and their known paſſions, feemed 
do render ſufpicious to us, many of them obeyed 
the dictates of duty; and by this means fruſtrared 
the hopes of thofe who had ſelected them. © 
The reſult of the procedure, at length, afcribed 
the infurrection of the gth, to the very fame cauſes 
which publick notoriety had previoufly aſſigned; 
and norwithftanding the culpable manœuvres of 
the King's Attorney, the whole of the 6 
was not able to convict, nor even to throw fuſpi- 
cion on M. D' Orleans as the abettor of ſuch a 
R. 5 
ee committed on the 5th in the 


evening, and thoſe of the 6th in the morning, it 
remains with us to prove in a few words, that the 


informations, relative to thoſe Cataſtrophes, have 
confirmed what publick notoriety had before at- 
refted. _ 85 | 
Thus the 43d, 284th, 115th, 380th, &c. wit- 
neſſes, depoſed, that M. De Savonnieres bad re- 
ceived a ſhot, becauſe he was purſuing, ſword in 
hand, a man who v as endeavouring to get through 
the ranks of the Body-guards. 
Thus alfo the 244th, 294th, 344th, and g5qh 
witnefles depoſed, that it was becauſe one of the 
King's Guards, in the rear of the ſquadron, fired 
a piſtol among the mob (while the others of the 
fame corps were going to their quarters) that the 
people and the national guard of Vertailles returned 
the fire. 5 2 
The dreadful murders of the 6th in the morn- 
ing, having been the principal object of the pro- 
5 8 | A | Cue, 
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* we ſhall r-port ſ unc of the evidence given 
on the occaſion. 

Francis Laurent, major of the Voluntiers of the 
Bazoche, and the 255th witnels, depoſes, that, 
on the 6th of October, towards fix in the morning, 
being with his own corps, under the arch of the 
cliapel, he heard a great noiſe and a ſhot fired, 
and that his drummer ſaid to him,—* Don't 3 
vance, Captain, they are firing on us; that, how- 
ever, having gone from under the arch, he ſaw a 
yourg man coming up to him, with a broken 
muſket in his hand and ſhedding tears, who ſaid 

* there is one that will not kill you, ſor 1 have 
juſt knocked him down for ſhooting my comrade;“ 
that a moment after, ſome men armed with pikes 
and muſkets, and having one or two women with 
them, went out by the Prince's yard into the 
marble couit, holding in their arms a tall Body- 
guard all bloody and expiring. | 
Lewis de Perry, Advocate and Corporal of the 
Voluntier Grenadiers, the 315th witneſs, depoſes, 
ti.at on the 6th of October in the morning, (he 
does not mention the preciſe tour, but it appears 
from other circumſtances of his depoſition, that it 
was a little before break of day,) being in the 
marble yard, a man, unknown to him, dreſſed, 
as he thinks, in a ſhort waiſtcoat, was killed by 3 
ſhot; that, imagining that cm might be the 
ſignal of inſorreQion, he immediately Tan to his 
battalion, and having told his officers of what had 
happened, that the battalion took up their arms 
aud went to the Palace, &c. | 

Lewis Pierre, Porter of the Luxembourg Pa- 
iace, and the 295th witneſs, depoſes, that, on 
Tueſday the 5th of October, at half after ſive in 
the morning, he went to the publick ſquare, where 
he heard many ſhots fired, and a very great noiſe, 


and 
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and faw the iron gate of the Royal Court open ; 
that he alſo ſaw a ſhot fired from a window, to the 
left of the Body-guards* oom, as he believes, 
| which killed a man who was ſtanding on the lteps 
in the marble yard. 

Madame Lavarenne, the 82d witneſs, depths, 
that, on the 6th of October, at five in the morn- 
ivg, ſhe and two other women came forth of the 
National Aſſembly, where they had been the whole 
night; and that going to the palace, ſhe ſaw a 
great mob getting over the gates; and that ſhe 
remarked many of the King's Guards, from the 
inſide, who fired on them; ſhe knew three or 
four of them by their coats and belts; that they 
had killed a citizen in the ma- ble court, and that 
the King's Guard, who had ſhot him, was dragged 
by the mob to the publick N T where they put 
him to death. 

There are many obſervations to be made on 
theſe declarations, chiefly on the laſt; it appears 
that one of the workmen was ſhot by a Body- 
guard, and every thing proves that the unfortu- 
nate affair happened, at lateſt, about fix o'clock 
in the morning. 

Now it 18 proved, in the procedure, that the 
mob, until then, had been guilty of no exceſs : 
M. David Le Sieur, an officer in the guard of 
Verſailles, the 15th witneſs, depoſes, that going 
on the 6th, towards ſix o' clock in the morning, 
to the palace, he perceived 200 men as well as wo- 
men, partly armed with pikes, and that, having 
remonſtrated with them on the great impropriety 
of awaking the King at ſo early an hour, many 
of them followed him. 

It may be clearly inferred from the above depo- 
ſition that, even at ſix o'clock in the morning, the 
mob had no hoſtile views, fince merely the re- 
monſtrance of a a private officer of Verſailles en- 
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age ed a number of them to retire peaceab i). 
Why did the mob afterwards give themſelves up 
to ſuch horrid exceſſes? Let the King's Attorney, 


anſwer--- . one of the Body. guards had ſhot 


one cf the populace. 


It will be objected to us that ſome of the Body- 
guards, who were heard in evidence, denicd that 
the murder had been committed by any of their 
corps; but the King's Attorney ſhould not have 
heſitated between that denial and the four depoſi- 
tions which we have tranſcribed; thoſe laſt wit- 
neſſes had no intereſt in depoſing falſely as to what 
they had ſeen; the King's Attorney ought there- 
fore to have paid every attention to their teſtimo- 
ny, and to have refuſed all credit to that of the 
Body- guards, who, becauſe they bad uniformly 
ſaid __ they bad not provoked the peoples“ fury, 
and however unjuſt and unreaſonable it was, they 
had not oppoſed it, could not own the murder of 
the unfortunate ee which would give the 


he direct to what they had at firſt ſer forth; there 


were, alſo very ferious improbabilities in their de- 
peſit ions, and the circumſtances did not all agree. 

M. Arnaud, a Body- guard, and the 16th wit- 
nels, ſaid the labourer was ſhot by a. piſtol that 
was aimed at one of the King's Guards; whilſt M. 
de St. Aulaire, an officer of the Body-guards, and 
the 158th witnels ſaid, that the labourer died; 
&« becauſe both his feet flipped from under him in the 
marble yard” 

Neither reaſon nor the regular rules of evidence 
allow the King's Attorney to heſitate between de- 
poſitions of that kind, which, moreover; were 
given by intereſted witneſſes. and the four depoſi- 
tions which could not be roproached with the 
ſmalleſt improbability, and which were made by 
witneſſes in EVRry lenſe as 
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The King's Attorney, then, ſhould have owned 
that the reſult of his procedure aſcribed the events 
of rhe 6th, to the ſame cauſes as had been ſancti- 
oned by publick notoriety before he commenced. 
his enquiry, and that he had no other remaining 
pretence to conſider M. D' Orleans as the aberiot 
of the riots. 

It will be alſo objected to us that, in me depo- 
ſitions, M. D*Orleans was accuſed of being at rhe 
head of the mob on the 6th of October, at fix 
_ o'clock in the morning. We ſhall anſwer, that 

there is but one witneſs who pretends to atteſt this 

with any degree of eee „that witneſs is M. 
de la Serre. His teſtimony we ſhall ſhortly ex- 
amine, and we ſhall prove by the tenor of it, that 
M. De La Serre is an impoſtor, and fo aukward 
a one, that the King's Attorney is inexcuſable for 
not having perceived it. 

To be ſure, there are many of the anti-patrio- 
tick party, who would have wiſhed to repeat the 
invention of M. De La Serre, or at leaſt propagaie 
it by ſeconding it with other equally falfe aſſerti- 
ons; in that number, we find M. Digoine (the 
168th witneſs:) He pretends to have met M. D'Or- 
leans on the 6th of October at the ſtair-foot of the 

Prince's apartment, which is falſe; and it is evi- 
dent by the cloathing he gives this fabulous meet- 
ing, that he wiſhes very much to fix it at fix in the 
morning; but he does not ſay fo preciſely, be- 
cauſe he fears to be puniſhed for perjury. No- 
thing agamſt M. D'Orleans can be one from 
his depoſition. Then there is the depoſition of M. 
Duval N. ampty, the 88th witneſs, whopretends that 
a M. Gueroult, a Body-guard, ſaid, in his preſence, 
he had ſeen on the 6th of October, between fix 
and ſeven inthe morning, M. D'Orleans pointing 
to ue grand ſtair cafe of the palace to ſhew it to 
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the mob, and making a ſign to turn to the right; 
but as M. M. Guerouet de Berville, Guerouet 45 
Valmet, and Guerooet de St. Denis, all Body- 
guards, and the 128th, 129th and 1 30th witneſſes, 
tummoned on the aſſertion of M. Duval-Nampty, 
did not confirm this evidence, the conſequence to 
be drawn from M. Duval. Nampty's depoſition is, 
that no charge can be ſupported againſt M. WOE 
leans. 

On the contrary, M. D' Orleans is authorized to 
think, that M. Duval-Nampty told a groſs falſe- 
hood in order to irjure bim; and he 1 is ntitled t to 
proſecute him for perjury. 

The next perſon whoſe teſtimony we ſhall ex- 
amine, is a M. Thierry La Ville, the 159th wit- 
neſs, who depoſed, that M. Rouſſeau, fencing- 
maſter to the children of France, told him he had 
ſeen M. D' Orleans, in the morning of the 6th of 
October, going up ſtairs, and ſhewing with his 


arm the Queen's apartment; but M. Rouſſeau, 
the 164th witneſs, ſummoned on the aſſertion of 


M. La Ville, FEY not confirm this circumſtance. 
From M. La Ville's evidence, therefore, no charge 


could be made againſt M. D'Orleans, but M. 
D' Orleans is entitled to proſecute M. La Ville for 
perjury. 

The ſame may be obſerved. on the other hear- 


ſays.contained in this long procedure. 


M. de la Serre's depoſition is then the only one 
that can at all be ſaid to criminate M. D*Orleans : 
let us examine it, agreeable to our promiſe, and 
ſee whether it was not the ſummit of iniquity in 
the King's Attorney to give the ſmalleſt attention 
to the evidence of ſuch a witneſs: 

M. de ia Serre depoſes, that on the 6th of Ofto- 
ber, at fix o*cleck in the morning, be went up the 
great ee with the mob, who were uttering 
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the moſt dreadful imprecations, and ſaying 
< our father is with us, let us go on; that, hav- 
ing aſked them who their father was, a man told 
him it was the Duke of Orleans, and pointed to 
him, as being at the ftair-head ; that then he 
 (Deponent) ſtanding on tip-toe, faw the Duke of 
Orleans at the head of the mob, pointing to the 
room where the Queen's Guards were; after which 
the Duke of Orleans turned to the left to get to 
the King's apartments; that he (La Serre) when 
on the landing- place made bis way through the 
people without any ohſtacle, in order alſo to get to 
the King's apartments, into which he entered with- 
out any obſticle. He aſked (but takes care not to. 
tell whom) if the Duke of Orleans was not with 
the King; and that all thoſe he had aſked (but he 
does not name them) anſwered, he was unte fo 
that as M. La Serre pretends that M. D' Orleans 
Was there, it follows, that he obtained admiſſion 
(and on a day too when the door was guarded with 
more than ordinary attention) without being ſeen 
by any one; and that, after having entered it ſo ſe- 
cretly, he came out in the ſame manner, and diſ- 
appeared, without being ſeen by any body, not 
even by M. La Serre, who, as one might think, 
had gone into that apartment to look for M. D'Oc- 
leans. What an bappy and probable invention! 
We ſhall aſk the King's Attorney, why, from 
its great abſurdity, he did not reject ſuch a depo- 
ſition ; and why, bad M. D'Orleans been there, 
he (the King's Attorney) could imagine him to be 
inviſible to all except to M. La Serre? Twenty- 
one of the Body guards, with many officers of that 
corps, were heard in evidence; moſt of them de- 
poſe, that they endeavoured to ſtop the mob from 
coming up ſtairs; and had M. D'Orleans been 
there, tbey muſt bave met him face to face; not 
: one 
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ene of them ſaw him. This is = fact, however, 
which no vitneſſes could have paſſed over, had it 
exiſted, 

We ſhall relate ſome of thoſe depoſitions. | 
M. De Chevanne, of the King's Guard, and the 
258th witneſs, depoſed, That, on the 6th of Oe- 

tober, about {eyen minutes after {ix o'clock in the 

morning, he ſaw many men and women enter the 
Prince's court, Sc. that, when he made it known, 
the Body-guards took up arms, and went to the 
ſquare; that from thence he ſaw the mob going 
up the great ſtair- caſe; that, ſeeing no reſiſtance 
could be made, the intention of Deponent and of 
his Comrades being not to fire, they retired. | 

The witneſs, however, does not ſay a word of 
having ſeen M. D'Orleans. . 

M. Belenger de Rebourceaux, a s-guard, 
and-the 3620 wiineſs, depoſed, That on Tueſday 
the 6th. of Octaber, at day-break, being in the 
King's ſaloon, he ſaw a number of men and wo- 
'men differently armed enter the royal court ; that 
the King's Guards, at once ſurprized and frighten- 
ed, cried out to arms, and drew up on the land- 
ing-place of the Queen's ſtairs, and in order to 
hinder the mob from going up, they preſented 
their pieces at them; that, being without a chief 
at their head, they cried out one to the other not 
to fire, and retired to the King's ſaloon, and bar- 
ricaded the doors, which were broken open by 
the populace; for which reaſon they (the King's 
Guards) were obliged to take refuge iu the ſer- 
wants” anti-chamber, the doors of which were alſo 
immediately broken in; then they went into the 
Eil de Beeut, where they were not more ſecure, 
that, then, a great calm {ucceeded , that the Pa- 
viſian Guard knocked genily at the door, which 
was immediately apened for them, | bj. 

Y L M. Miomandre 
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M. Miomandre Sainte-Marie, a King's-guard. 
the isth witnels, depoſed, That, on the 6th of 
October, towards, fix in the morning, he had {een 
a great number of armed people come into the 
Prince's court; that a militia-man of Verſailles, 
(he deſcribes him) and à foot - ſldier, put them- 
ſelves at the head of the mob, and came to the 
King's ſtairs; that he and his comrades drew theme 
ſelves up at thoſe ſtairs, the Deponent heing in the 
front rank; that having gove down four ſtairs he 
(aid to the people, My friends 3 you love your 
King, and yet you come into his very palace uo 
gize him ancaſinele.”,- 11; +l „1 
This witneſs, like the others, does not ſay he 
bad ſcen M D' Orleans —-yet be and his cemrades 
muſt have met him face 10 face, had he been is 
WHINE to poſiuvely aligned n him by M. La © 
This depoſition is the moſt exagt of all, with 
reſpe& to the chiefs whom the mob ſeemed to ac- 
knowledge, M. Miomandre gives the marks and 
tokens of one of them, ſaying, that he was: * 8 
militia-man of Verſgilles, ſhart, with hands crack- 
ed and, blacked from working with coal, very, lite 
tle hair, black hollow eyes, and about thirty years 
of age.” And the King's Attorney ſhould have 
known, that a perſon ſo ready to deſeribe and re- 
mark the ſize, the features, and the age of 3 
man unknown to him, would not have failed te 
ſec M. D'Orleans, had he been with bim on the 
ſtairs, face to face; becauſe he had perhaps {een 
him a thouſand times in his life; and becauſe the 
very Pape circumſtance of meeting him at he 
break of day, among a banditti, and even at their 
bead, would have particularly recommended him 
to his attention. Not to have mentioned:-M;:.-: - 
D' Orleans in ſo remarkable a circumſtance, was 
acknow - 


L 4} 


acknowledging his abſence, and a convincing 
proof of the impoſition of the ſolitary witneſs, 
who had aſſerted he ſaw him at the head of the po- 
pulace. FO 

If all theſe facts did not ſuffice to prove the per- 
jury of M. La Serre, the King's Attorney might 
have ſelected many others in his depoſition. M. 
La Serre is every where ſo inaccurate and falſe, 
that it appears he himſelf was not even with the 
people, and that it was only to prejudice M. D' Or- 

leans that he gave an account of what he had not 
ſeen. © | | 

For inſtance, he ſays that, when he got to the 
landing place of the great ſtairs, he made his way 
through the mob, without any obſtacle, into the 
King's apartments; theſe words would make a 
perion imagine that, notwithſtanding the irruption 
of the multitude, and the retreat of the Body- 
guards, the King's apartments remained open as 
uſual : now the whole of this is falſe; for it has 
been ſeen inthe depoſition of M. de Rebourceaux, 
already tranſcribed, and the King's Attorney might 
have ſeen elſewhere, that all the doors of the King's 
apartments were ſhut, the very inſtant his Guards 
were obliged to retreat; that they firſt ſhut the 
door of their room, then that of the ſervants anti. 

chamber ; that when the mob broke open any one 
_of thoſe doors, the King's Guards ſhut another, 
retreating ſo from door to door, and from ſaloon 
to ſaloon, until they came to the Eil de Bœuf, 
which they barricaded, and which remained ſhut 
till the arrival of the Paris Guard, who having firft 
driven away the mob, knocked at the door, which 
was immediately opened. 

A man who had really been with the people 
during their inſurrection of the 6th of October, 
and who had gone up ſtuirs with them, could not 

| be 
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be deceived in circumſtances ſo reinarkable; nor 
would he have forgotten to ſpeak of the Body- 
guards who wiſhed to ſtop the mob, firſt by ſpeak- 
ing to them, ard then by preſenting their pieces at: 
them, without any ſucceſs ; he would have ſaid, 
that retiring they ſhut all the doors, and among the 
reſt that of the Eil de Bœuf, and never would 
have ſaid that he got to the King's apartment wwith- 
out any oblacle—an apartment into which nobody 
entered. | 74 
The neceſſary conſequence which the King's At- 
torney ought to have drawn from thoſe falſehoods, 
was, that M. La Serre had depoſed to a matter 
he had not ſeen, and had loaded his recital with 
imaginary circumſtances, to give an appearance 
of probability to the impoltute he bad fabricated 
againſt M. D*Orleans. The King's Attorney hav- 
ing deſignedly removed from the procedure, all 
the proots of M. D'Orleans? alibi, we ſhall not re- 
proach him with it in this place, but the alibi of 
M. La Serre reſults from his own: depoſition ; it 
was therefore the King's Attorney's duty to reject 
ſuch a witnels. But the King's Attorney who had: 
commenced the procequre, that a decree againſt 
M. D'Ocleans might flow from it, would have 
been very ſorry to reject ay evidence that could in 
auy manner criminate M. D' Orleans; he conſe- 
quently kept him in reſerve to be made uſe of 
when occaſion ſhould offer. 

Not being authorized to iflue a decree, becauſe 
the tribunals, in conſequence of the law enacted 
the 26th of lait June, have no right to pronouiuce 
ſentence againſt the members of the National Af- 
ſembly, until it has declared, after having exa- 
mined the procedure, that there is room tor accu- 
ſation, he injured, as much as He could, both M. 
D'Orleans and M. Mirabeau, tcn.:by laying, on 
the 4th of Aug uſt, that, it appearing to a1. wme 
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members of the Aſſembly ſhowuld- be legally pro- 
ceeded againit, he requeſted the copy of the in- 
fot mation, with all the writings therennto belong- 
ing, before the National Aſſembly. 
When the requett of the King's Attorney, and 
the procedure, came under the confideration of 
the Chatelet, that tribunal eught in the firft place 
to have remarked the nunierous prevarications of 
that Magiſtrate; as they ſtrike: every Reader, they 
ſhould nor eſcape honourable Judges, beeanſe 4 
rigid and ſcrupulous attention forms a conſidera- 
ble part of their duty, more particularly in crimi- 
nal caſes; but if they over-looked thoſe prevarica- 
tions, and confined themſelves to the enquiry into 
that procedure, they might even then be convinced, 
by comparing the different teſtimonies, that there 
Was nocxiſting charge againſt M. Mirabeau, ſen. 
nor M. D' Orleans; and they ſhould have tejected, 
at leaſt with reſpect to them, the requeſt made by 
a prevaricating Magiſtrate; but ſuch an act of 
juſtice could not have been expected from a tribu- 
nal as inimical, as the King's Attorney himſelf to 

the Revotution, and to all the Citizens who had 
forwarded it. 5 . 
The Chbätelet not only acceded to the demand of 
the King's Attorney, but it went far beyond its li- 


mits; for it lifted up the veil with which that Ma- 


g-ſtrate had concealed the names of the members, 


„ Whereas (ſets forth its judgment) M. M. 
„ Tewis-Philip-Jofeph D' Orleans and Mira- 
„ beau, ſen. Members of the National Af- 
“ fembly, appear to deſerve to be legally pro- 
„e ceeded againſt, we order that a copy of 
» the preſent charges, cxamined at the ſuit 
„ of the King's Attorney, be laid before the 
„National Aſſembly, ggreeable to the de- 
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* cree of the * of N aſt ſanQioned 
' by the King.“ bY 


To conſequence, a A ws the chatelet 
laid the procedure before the National Aſſembly, 
together with the requeſt of the King's Attorney 
and the judgment. M. *Fogcher D'Argis adgve 
a-fpeech to the whole. 

The better to ſet a proper iu on — M. 
Boucher D*Argis did fay in his diſcourſe, we ſhall 
_ firſt ſee what it was his duty to have ſaid; _— 

ſing even that the decrees ſolleited againſt l. n 
D' Orleans and Wirabeau were juſt. 65 
We ann ei te have taid 


46 It appears to us, chat tome members of this 
% auguſt aſſembly are charged criminally by 
dhe procedure on the event of the 6th of 
% October, and to which the Commons of 
„er provoked us. We bring you the in- 
© formation, that you may make it known 

* to us whether, or not, there be room for 

„ accuſation againſt thoſe, amoi your 
„Members named therein,” eee 


Such, or deely ſued; in our opinion, tere to 
hate deen the ſpeech of 4 Magiſtrate, whale duty 


it is to be as impaſſible as the law, "ok as A 
as its forms. 


M. Boucher IY Argis; on the contrary! adepr- 
ing the words, as he had already adopted the ſen- 
timents, of an irritated party, ſaid that he and 
his fraternity had tern the veil that covered the 
procedure; that ſecrets, replete with horror, were 
about being made known, and that they had dif- 
tinguiſhed the generous Citizens v ho had given 
way to all the ardour of their patriottim “ trem- 
Hu guilty men who had o. _ (2ccordiug to him) 


1 
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borrowed the outſide of civick virtue the better to 
maſk the moſt criminal ambition, to impoſe on the 
multitude and make them eee of their 
crimes.? | 
E!xecrable nfounianst inn aliens evidently! 

tending to criminate M. D' Orleans; as M Bou- 
cher D'Argis had in his pocket a judgment by. 
which he and his colleagues conſpired to denounce 
him a Colprit. 

Such a publick outrage on M. D'Orleans i is, from 
the place, from the circumſtances,, from the effect, 
which, for a moment it produced in the world, 

and from the dreadful conſequences; which might 
have attended it, one of the moſt culpable exceſ- 
les of which a magiſtrate could be guilty. I me- 
rits an exemplary puniſhment ; and the Counſel of 
M. D'Ocleans think. that he ought to enforce- that 
puniſhment, and require a publick reparation from 
M. Boucher D'Argis by a plea of defamation and 
calumny. 

M. D*Orleans would alſo * 3 to "REFER | 
thoſe. judges of the Chatelet, who accompanied 
M. Boucher D'Argis, when, he delivered that 
ſpeech, becauſe they did not diſown it. They 
muſt, without doubt, be wicked judges, who wil- 
ugly permitted ſuch a ſpeech to be delivered in 
publick, in their name, and before ſo auguſt au 
allembly, a ſpeech replete with indignity; and 
which, inftead of the ſacred impartiality, which | 
ought ever to be attendant on the oration of a 
Judge, breathed all the malice of the unfounded 
_ tufinuations of a flanderer. 
Although, theſe latter are not worthy of any in⸗ 
dulgence, it may, perhaps, become M. D' Orleans 
to grant them Ges ; their ſilence is their only 
crime towards him; and his honour does not re- 
quite they thould be puniſhed for it; the publick 
icpatations 10 which, with other penalties, M. 

3 RT Boucher 
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Boucher D'Argis will be condemned, will ſuf- 
fice for M. D'Ocleans ; we are, therefore, of opi- 
nion that it will be ſufficient to comprehend him 
only, in that part of the proſecution, 

'The ſame motives induce us to think that M. 
D' Orleans ſhould, in his ſecond action, only com- 

rehend ' Tue Kino's ATTORNEY; the other 
Judges of the Chatelet are, no doubr, very cul- 
pable for not having examined their information, 
or for baving examined it negligently , for not 
having attended to the proofs it contains, and for 
having fabricated others which it does not contain; 
they are blameable for having given their attenti- 
on to a flanderous complaint, and for having 
adopted it with additional aggravation ; and per- 

haps if their proceedings were more minuteh: 
looked into, for other prevarications which would 
be diſcovered :; M. D'Orleans, however, will take 
care to remark them at a future time which will 
be ſufficient for him, as neither his honour nor 
his engagements to the National Aſſembly require 
that he ſhould commerce an action againſt ſuch 
men. 

He has an undoubted right to proceed againſt: 
the King's Attorney ; both his honour and en- 
gagements to the Nation demand it. An action 
lies at common law, againſt a prevaricating Ma- 
giſtrate. Thar ſpecies of inviolabikty, which it 
| affords Judges in general. has this condition an- 
nexcd to it---That there muſt not be diſcovered. 
either in the judgment nor in the iteps preparatory 
to it—fraud, diſhoneſty, or hatred, Judges are 
not allowed to hate; where this condition is vio- 
lated the law orders them down from their tribu- 
nal, to mix with thoſe of whoſe vices, iniquities | 
and paſſions they have partaken, Theſe maxms 
proceed from the Law of Nature, and the juril- ' 
prudence of France has adopted them. 

5 * | If 
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If the King' s Attorney takes un n hnſ-'f O 
ſay that he does not hate M. D'Orleans ;—M. 
D'Orleans will anſwer the King's Attorney, that 
his actions belie the aſſertion, The human heart 
is not ſeen ;---human actions are the only criterion 
by which to judge of its intentions; the actions of 
the King's Attorney appear in this procedure in- 
ſtituted againſt. M. D*'Orleans, which breathes a 
hatred bordering on fury. 

Compelled to ſelect facts out of that voluminous 
proceſs, we have taken iadiſcriminately and by 
chance, ſuch as ſeemed to us to prove the fraud 
and diſhoneſty of the King's Attorney: Thete 
are many others which M. D' Orleans may make 
uſe of in his complaint and other ſubſequent writ- 
ings. He may, for inſtance, aſk the King's At- 
torney, why he did not ſummon, as a witneſs, the 
man whom Madame La Varenne, the 82d wit- 
nels, depoſed to have ſeen, on the 6th in the 
morning, wounded by a Body- guard? Or on the 
other hand, M. Voiſtn, a Surgeon, and 23d wit- 
neſs, who depoſed that, in the morning of the 6th 
of October, he received into the hoſpital five of 
the mob who were wounded , that he dreſſed their 
wounds, and had them put to bed ? 

Who wounded thoſe five men on the morning 
of the 6th of October? The names of the perpe- 
trators might be expected to be found in the pro- 
cedure; and the details, relative to ſuch a mat- 
ter would certainly be leſs miſplaced than thoſe 
laviſhed by M. Virieux, with reſpect to what he 
himſelf ſaid in the ſquare of Louis XVth, in the 
month of July ; or the account which M. Laqueuille 
gives of his own expreſſions, at the time of the riot, 
among M. Reveillon's workmen. 

The King's Attorney cannot excuſe himſelf b 
ſaying, that he did not know where to find thofe 
men, becaule M. Voiſin had not mentioned them 
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by their names ;---for Madame F. vier, Superior of 
the Infirmary of Verſailles, and the 56th witneſs, 
named three of them, and moreover, told where 
rhey lived ; one was from the Fauxbourg St. Mar- 
can; the other from Bievre, and the third from 
St. Germaine: the King's Attorney, who had 
made more difficult diſcoveries, might have found 
out thoſe men, had he deſired it. But they would 
have brought forward ſome diſcoveries as to the 
authors of their wounds, which that prevaricating 
Magiſtrate did not with to hear; and it was for 
that very reaſon he did not order them to be ſum- 
moned. 

By ſuch mancœuvres as acl and many others, 
which ſhall be made publick, have the King's At- 
torney, and his procedure, led people into er ror, 

with reſpect to the events of the 6th of October i in 
the morning. 

We do not at all blame the Body guards, who 
appear to have been the aggreſſors, becauſe it 
would require proofs of their guilt which we do 
not ſufficiently poſſeſs; moreover a multiplicity of 
circumſtances might have conſpired to render their 
conduct upon the whole juſt and praiſc-worthy ; 
bur it is at the ſame time an a@ of iniquity in a 
Magiſtrate, whom every witneſs ſhould approach 

with (what he owes to his tribunal and the pub- 
lick,) the whole truth, ſo to mutilate his informa- 
tion, as to bring forward the proofs of the blood 
ſhed by the mob, without ever mentioning that 
which was ſpilt by their adverſaries. 

Such a piece of injuſtice ought, in our opinion, 
to be aſcribed only to news-papers and part 
writers, and whom in fact it ſufficiently diſ- 
graces. 

The King's Ge are numerous, are eſteem- 
ed, and deſerve to be ſo; they are by themſelves 
and by their officers, connected with the Nobllity. 
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The mob, on the contrary, were connected with 
no party, but they are ſoon aſſembled when a criti- 
"ou opportunity offers; the Revolution has proved 
To their valour do we owe it. Aſter the cri- 
tical moment they diſperſe, aſtoniſhed, as it were, 
at what they have effected: It may eaſily be guel- 
fed that ſuch adverſariesdo not weigh much in the 
publick opinion, when oppoſed to people of con- 
ſequence ; but it is preciſely becauſe the latter 
had it in their power to pervert the facts, that it 
was more peculiarly the duty of the King's Attor- 
ney ſcrupulouſly to eſtabliſh the truth of them in 
his procedure. 

The following reaſons ought to kinks induced 
him to have acted thus. - We do not pretend to ex- 
cuſe the horrors committed by the people z---they 
vere of the moſt atrocious kind, nor can any ex- 
planation do away their heinouſneſs; but there 
are degrees in criminality ; and the people, ruſh- 
ing on the Bod y-guards and ſlaughtering them 
without pity, becauſe they had fired on them firſt, 
killed one of them, and wounded many others, 
were not ſo culpable, as if they had murdered the 
King's Guards without a motive, or had been 
hired to butcher them. 

The King's Attorney, cases, acting in a 
National Cauſe, and in a tribunal become alſo. 
National, from the moment the Aﬀembly had in- 
veſted it with the right of final judgment, was in 
ſome fort an officer of the pe«.ple, and the pro- 
tector of their honour. He ſhould have proved, 
if he could, that the people had not ſhed blood 
for a vile reward, or without a motive and by in- 
ſtinct, like tygers ; and ought not to have per- 
mitted that, to the horror, inſpired by exceſſive 
revenge, ſhould be added the indignation that 
muli be beſtowed on hired cruelty. But the 
King's Attorney being the tool of a party, and have _ 
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ing taken upon him to fix eriminality on M. D*Or- 
leans, was careful how he received depoſitions 
which might invalidate: his favourite object. He 
did not hear the three men who had been wound-' 
ed, and whoſe reſidence and names Madame Fa- 
vier had communicated'to him. Hy | 

In the ſame manner he neglected to take the tet. 
timony of Bunout and Cartaine; thus ſacrificing” 
the innocence of M. D' Orleans, and the honour 
of the people, to the paſſions of a party whom he- 
wiſhed to oblige. | 

It does not require any ſuperior degree of judge- 
ment to remark the inffuence of party throughout 


the whole procedure; all their well-xnown paſſi- 


ons are there called into action, and the intereſt 
that ſtimulated them, when the information com- 
menced, is conſpicuous. 

Ik was, for inſtance, pee e e the publick 
mind on an imaginary plot, that the King's Attor- 
ney hoped to avert their attention from a real one; 
for we call it a real plot to have aimed at taking 
the King off to Metz, which was agitated in Sep- 
tember, 1589; and which was one of the cauſes 
of the inſurrection of the 5th of October: that 
plot, which in M. D'Eſtaing's letter to the Queen, 
dated on the 141th September, is well detailed, 

would have been ſtill more ſo in the procedure, if 
the King's Attorney had wiſhed it; for in the de- 
poſitions of M. M. Voiſin, Bouche, Maillard, La- 
fond D' Agulhac, Bazire, &c. there are traces 
which would have led him a long way. 

Nor is it leſs evident that the procedure tended 
to gratify the ferocious enmity of the anti patriotick 
party towards M. D Orleans: It is not M, D*Or- 
leans, guilty of a plot, whom they hate; it is M. 
D'Orleans guilty of the Revolution (at leaſt of hav- 
ing forwarded that glorious event,) againſt whom 
their deteftziion is levelled, There exiſts between 

his 
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his and their conduct 8 ſtriking contraſt which 
they can never pardon. 

This is not the time to unfold what enforce | 
the party recurred to, in order to impoſe on the 
publick mind; and 1 ch from the Committee 
of Enquiry a denunciation which they and the 
King's Attorney might turn to a bad uſe: All that 
the nature of this. writing can allow, is, to report 
a few facts and dates, which, like ſo many flaſhes 
of light, may tend to give the whole an appear- 
ance very different from that which it was intend- 
ed to wear. 

Scarcely had M. D'Orleats aalen his departure 
for London, whither he went to oblige the King, 
when that execrable libel, Domzne Salvum fac Re- 
gem, appeared againſt him; the party who ex- 
pected the libel, which they had perhaps beſpoke, 
expreſſed the moſt malignant joy on the occaſion 
and inveighed moſt bitterly againſt M. D'Orleaus; 
a number of people, who were perbaps Hired, re. 
peated what they had been told, ſo that the Com- 
mittee of Enquiry of the Hotel de Ville were ne- 
ceſſitated to hear them, conſidering them as the 
voice of the publick. 

The procedure ſets forth---firſt, That on No- 
vember the 2. d, the Attorney of he Commons 
promiſed 10 denounce to the Chatelet the events 

of the 6th of October. 

I, e goth the denunciation took ad: 

December the iſt, the King's Attorney aſks 
leave to enquite into it. 

The 4th be obtains it. | 
The 11th he begins the procedure; and the 
frſt witneſs he bears, is the Author of the 
Domine Salvum fac Regem; who not fearing to 


be taxed with his libel, repeated lome ot! it in his 
de Oſition. 
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The remainder of the information correſponds 
admirably with the beginning; and what is {till 
more worthy of remark, and of which we have 
hitherto ſaid nothing, is, that the anti. -patriots at- 
fect throughout to expatiate on the ſuppoſed diſ- 
courſes, or ſeditious projects, of the adverſe par- 
ty; and that the Judges of the Chitelet collect 
them with a criminal accuracy; it is not requiſite 
to dip far into che procedure, Zhere to diſcover the 
firſt ſeeds of a counter-revolution, and even all the 
materials neceſſary to bring it about. 

Who are the members of the Aſſembly that are 
vilified in it ? The beſt friends of the people, and 
the moſt intrepid defenders of their rights. It will, 
perhaps, be proper on wood: occaſion to print 
the names, which the Kin e meant to 
degrade, together with thoſe whb m he diſbonoured 
by his confidence; the publick wil then compare, 
and perhaps thoſe two liſts will convince them, 
more than any detail, of the ſpirit by which the 

King's Attorney was actuated | in the whole of the 


- buſineſs, 


M. D'Orleans owes to thi Revolution, which 
he ſo nobly promoted, not to ſuffer that prevari- 
cating Magiſtrate to pals unpuniſhed---he, above 
all, owes it to himſelf. The decree of the Nati- 
onal Aſſembly, in doing away the accuſation of 
the Chatelet, ought alſo to have done away the 
| ſuſpicions to which it had given riſe, and which 
effect would at any other time have been pro- 
duced by ſuch a decree; but the anti-patriotick 
faction, , incenſed at a decree which loads with 
ſhame many of their members, give out that M. 
D'Orleans owes his triumph to . favour and in- 

trigue, with other inſinuations of the like nature: 

Such ſlander may obtain ſome credit with weak 
people, becauſe M. L*Orlcars, abſent from the 


places 


1 
places where it Reutte, is unable to contradict 
the calumny. 3 

If M. D'Orleans were to dice commencing an. 
action againſt the King's Attorney, that act of 

neroſity would be conſtrued into an impoſſibili- 
ty to defend himfelf, He might publiſh an apo- 
logetic Memoire ; but that, though ever ſo care- 
fully compoled, would not be ſufficient, So many 
perſons, ſome ſuſpected of atrocious crimes, and 
others loaded with publick deteſtation, have ſo 
often recurred to a ſimilar mode of defence, that 
their example has cried it down. 

There would alſo be another reaſon to impede 
its defired effect ; in ſuch apologetick writings a 
man ſpeaks alone; and it is known to be very eaſy 
for people to take advantage, when they find no- 
body to contradict them; the moſt convincin 

_ proofs in that caſe loſe their force, and the Reader 
attaches himſelf to a falſe idea, which contradiction 
would ſerve to elucidate. 

In order to obtain publick coafiderice, it is ne- 
ceſſary to bring forward ſome conſiderable fact that 
may merit publick attention; of that kind is cer- 
tainly an action (founded on principle) againſt the 
King's Attorney. 

To contend with a perſon who, for above ten 
months, has been uniformly, diligently, and ma- 
liciouſly aiming at the life of M. D'Orleans; who 
has been the chief Agent of the proſecution brought 
againſt him, the confidant of all the enmity, of 
all the calumny of his adverſaries; and who, per- 
haps, reſerves in petto many facts which he has not 
told, but which he would pubjiſh, in his own de- 
fence ;—to become the accuſer of ſuch a man, we 
re peat, would be the greateſt imprudence which 
a guilty perſon could commit; and it is for thoſe 
very realons it becomes the incumbent * of a man 
conſcious of bis! janocence. 
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By purſuing this meaſure M. D' Orleans will ex- 
perience the double advantage of proving to the 
publick, that he does not fear the light which can 
de thrown on any, or ALL, of the aQions of his 
hfe,. and of performing his promiſe to the National 
Aſſembly, by ſhewing he ſhould not have been 

even Faſpefted, | Epc 1 

It now remains with M. D'Orleans, before what 
tribunal he is to bring his action againſt the King's 
Attorney, M. Boucher-Argis,. and the other ad- 
verfaries. 3 5 5 
VDnder the late Government, though an action 
ſhould have reſulted from the law itſelf, the chief 
Judges, ever careful to curtail the privileges of 
the people, the farther to extend their own and 
thoſe of the tribunals of their JuriſdiQtion, made it 
a rule that, when a Judge was to be ſued, it was 
neceſlary to obtain their leave; and the Parliament 
of Paris paſſed it into an arret in the year 1699. 

When it was a High Judge, that an injured 
man wanted to ſue, it was neceſſary to apply to 
the King's Council, by which the tribunal was 
named. -* - | TY 
The legal ſteps cannot be now the ſame in 
France, et 
If the eſtabliſhment of a National Court, and a 
court of Caſſation were ſtill far diftant, it would be 
M. D' Orleans? duty to apply to the Aſſembly, to 
appoint a tribunal before which he might bring his 
adverſaries; but we are at theeve ot lecing thoſe 
courts decreed, — 

The Committee of Conſtitution have already 
laid their labours before the Aſſembly; and by 
an article of their plan, it appears that Judges are 
to be ſued at the tribunal of Caſſation. 


It is, therefore, the advice of M. D' Orleans“ 
Countel, that he ſhould wait the inſtitution and 


organization of the ſaid tribunal; and in the 
F | interim, 


| 
| 
| 
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interim, that he prepare to prefer his come. 
plaint, | 


iſt. Againſt M. M. Boucher D'Argis, and de | 
Flandre de Brunville. 


2dly. Againſt M. M. La Serre, Duval-Nawpty, 


and Thierry La Ville for perjury. 


3dly. Againſt other witneſfes—namely, M. M. 
Frondeville, Guillermy, Pelletier, Digoine, Mor- 
let, Roch Galand, Boiſſe, &c. whoſe depoſitions 


appear replete with material falſehood and ſlander- 
ous intentions; which ought not to paſs unpuniſhed. 


Given at Paris the 29th of October, 15 90. 


p. J. Bongo CommyRAs, How. 
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